
Dennig, Robert

From: Stutzke, Martin ý1 O-
Sent: Wednesday, Janua t3 ?013 2:28 PM
To: Monninger, John; Reckley, William; Basu, Sudhamay
Cc: Dennig, Robert; Auluck, Rajender
Subject: RE: Draft Response to SRM

Depending on how the vent system is plumbed, the external filter could mitigate a reliability issue. Let's
assume there's one WW vent and one DW vent that connect together then pass through the filter. If the WW
vent valve fails to open, then you could open the DW vent valve to prevent containment overpressurization.
No problem if there's a filter. Of course, you could simply have two vent valves in parallel...

Also, EPRI/NEI only looked at one scenario (long-term SBO), as we did in the MELCO/MACCS2 calculations.
The available time for vent cycling during other types of scenarios (short-term SBOs, LOCAS, etc.) would be
different, and there may not be enough time for the operator to protect the containment with high reliability. So,
adding the filter helps to mitigate the so-called "unknown unknowns."

Marty

From: Monninger, John
Sent: Wednesday, JanuaryV, 2013 12:19 PM
To: Reckley, William; Basu, Sudhamay; Stutzke, Martin
Cc: Dennig, Robert; Auluck, Rajender
Subject: FW: Draft Response to SRM

Bill - Looks good to me. One comment, we should engage Marty and Sud to see if they can envision any other scenarios
or concerns.

Marty/Sud - Can you please look at the attached response to the SRM discussing "accident scenarios"? Are there any
other examples you can think of? There is the Mark I suppression pool bypass scenarios (not containment bypass),
wherein either the downcomers fail in the suppression pool airspace (low-low likelihood) or the wetwell-to-drywell
vacuum breakers fail (low likelihood). In either case, you have the drywell and wetwell airspaces directly communicating
with each other, and not flowing through the suppression pool. There are "tight" limits on acceptable wetwell-to-
drywell bypass flow due to the potential to overpressurize containment. Part of the design basis for some containment
spray systems is to directly address the issue of wetwell-to-drywell bypass flow. Any other thoughts?

From: Reckley, Williamm A.....
Sent: Wednesday, January 30, 2013 10:49 AM
To: Monninger, John; Dennig, Robert
Cc: Auluck, Rajender
Subject: Draft Response to SRM

Attached is the SRM from the Commission meeting and a draft response to Item 3 requesting clarification on
the bullet that stated that Option 4 "addresses fewer accident scenarios than Option 3". We are trying to
complete the CA note this week and so I would appreciate comments by tomorrow morning. Thanks..

William D. Reckley
Japan Lessons Leamed Project Directorate
william. reckle•(,nrc. qov
(301) 415-7490 1
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